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Analysis of a sample from each of the consignments by the Bureau of Chemis-
try of this department showed the presence of 38.81 per cent, 38.50 per cent,
and 38.79 per cent, respectively, of protein.

Misbranding of the article was alleged in the information for the reason that
the statement, to wit, “ Guaranteed Analysis Crude Protein 43.00 per cent,”
in regard to the shipments of January 12 and March 10, 1921, and the state-
ment, “ Guaranteed Analysis Crude Protein 40.00 per cenl,” in regard to the
shipment of April 5, 1921, borne on the respective tags attached to the sacks
containing the article, regarding it and the ingredients and substances con-
tained therein, were false and misleading in that they represented that the
article contained not less than 43 per cent or 40 per cent of crude protein, as
the case might be, and for the further reason that the article was labeled as
aforesaid so as to deceive and mislead the purchaser into the belief that it con-
tained not less than 43 per cent or 40 per cent of crude protein, as the case
might be, whereas, in fact and in truth, the article involved in the respective
consignments did contain less than 43 per cent or 40 per cent of crude protein,
as the case might be, to wit, approximately 38.79 per cent, 38.81 per cent, and
38.50 per cent, respectively, of crude protein.

On January 3, 1922, a plea of guilty to the information was entered on be-
half of the defendant company, and the court imposed a fine of $300.

C. W. PucsLEY, Acting Secretary of Agriculiure.

10384. Adulteration and misbranding of table oil. U, S. * * * vy 8
Cams of Table Qil * * *, Default decree of condemnation, for-
feiture, and sale. (F. & D. No. 15498. I. 8. No. 8505—t. 8. No. E~3617.)

On October 24, 1921, the United States attorney for the District of Maryland,
acting upon a report by the Secretary of Agriculture, filed in the District Court
of the United States for said district a libel for the seizure and condemnation
of 8 cans of table oil, rema‘ning in the original unbroken packages at Balti-
more, Md., consigned on or about September 23, 1921, alleging that the article
had been shipped by the Pan Italian Commercial Co., New York, N. Y., and
transported from the State of New York into the State of Maryland, and
¢harging adulteration and misbranding in violation of the Food and Drugs Act,
as amended.

Adulteration of the art'cle was alleged in the libel for the reason that cotton-
seed oil and peanut oil had been mixed and packed with, and substituted wholly
or in part for, olive oil.

Misbranding was alleged in substance for the reason that the statement ap-
pearing cn the label of the can containing the article, to wit, “* * * Table
Qil * * * MTermini Imerese Type * * * Net Contents One Gallon,” was
false and misleading and deceived and misled the purchaser Misbranding was
alleged for the further reason that the article was an imitation of, and was
offered for sale under the distinctive name of, another article; and for the
{urther reason that it was food in package form, and the quantity of the con-
tents was not plainly and conspicuously marked on the outside of the package.

On December 8, 1921, no claimant having appeared for the property, judg-
ment of condemnation and forfeiture was entered, and it was ordered by the
court that the product be relabeled and sold by the United States marshal.

C. W. PuGsLEY, Acting Secretary of Agriculiure.

10385. Misbranding of imitation wvanilla and tonka. U. S. * * *
W. B. Wood Mfg. Co., a Corporation. Plea of guilty. Fine, $50

and costs. (F. & D. No. 15577. 1. 8. No. 1579~t.)

On February 13, 1922, the United States attorney for the Xastern District of
Missouri, acting upon a report by the Secretary of Agriculture, filed in the
District Court of the United States for said district an information against
the W. B. Wood Mfg. Co., a corporation, St. Louis, Mo,, alleging shipment by
said company, in violation of the Food and Drugs Act, as amended, on or about
October 11, 1920, from the State of Missouri into the State of Ohio, of a quan-
tity of imitation vanilla and tonka which was misbranded. The article was
labeled in part: “W. B. Wood Manufacturing Co. Imitation Vanilla and
Tonka * * * Netb Gal”

Examination of the article by the Bureau of Chemistry of this department
showed a shortage of 6% per cent from the declared contents.

Misbranding of the article was alleged in the information for the reason
that the statement, to wit, “ Net 5 Gal.,” borne on the keg containing the said
article, regarding the article, was false and misleading in that it represented



